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Academic session 2012
Human Evolution 

The course may bear some similarity to the lecture programme outlined below. The course will consist of lectures, videos and some practical sessions.  The lectures are for two hour slots on Thursday from 10.15-12.00 p.m. LR17 and for one hour in LR 09, the practical sessions will be in the Faunal and Human Remains Laboratory. The times of these will be posted up on the notice board and start (provisionally) Friday 25th February.  The practicals will have a sign up sheet on a first come first served basis.  If you sign up and do not attend then you will not be able to join another session.

Lecture  Programme 

Thursday 2nd February 2012 
Introduction to the course. Evolutionary overview

Friday 3rd  February 2012
Ancestors to the Apes

Thursday 9th February 2012 
Earliest Ancestors 

Friday 10th February 2012
Gracile Australopithecines

Thursday 16th February 2012
The later Australopithecines/Emergence of the genus Homo
Friday 17th February 2012
NO SESSION

Thursday 23th February 2012
Development of the Homo lineage, Homo erectus : the African and Asian records

Friday 24th February 2012
Practical session: times will be posted

Reading Week NO SESSIONS


Thursday 8th March 2012

The Neanderthals and Modern humans: Homo sapiens
Friday 9th March 2012

 NO SESSION
Thursday 15th March 2012
 Sam first session (tbc)
Friday 9th March 2012

Out of Africa? Theories of modern origins




Practical session times to be confirmed

Thursday 22nd March

Sam second session (tbc)
Friday 23th March

Out of Africa – origins of modern humans
Video:  Too Close For Comfort – an excellent account of chimp hunting 

Thursday 29th March 

Sam
Friday 30th


Talking Apes
We are not timetabling other sessions in detail yet but we will be covering such issues as, bipedalism, early hominid social behaviours, origins of Language, tools and tool technologies generally using a broad data source from primatology, anthropology, archaeology and palaeoanthropology, and specifically sessions covering

· Discourses of race and social evolutionism in the colonial period and beyond

· The pros and cons of the comparative method for reconstructing human origins

· Hunter-gatherers

· Primate behaviour and communication
These dates will be confirmed soon.

Assessment: AHAC6008 Human Evolution 
First Assignment 21st March, 
Second Assignment 9th May

Submission is through moodle by 2 p.m. on the deadline day.
Part of the aim of these essay questions is to get you as embedded in the actual fossil evidence as possible (so if you have not mentioned a fossil in your essay then go back and do so!) as well as, for some questions, using as broad a base with which to address the question. Responses can include a very archaeological approach, palaeoanthropological or an anthropological one.  We do not wish to be proscriptive in this.

Level Six Essay Questions:  Essay of 3000 words taken from the list below 

Essay titles

1. “That we do not know which early hominid is ancestral to humans is annoying but not really fatal” (Boyd and Silk, 2003: 319.).  Critically evaluate to what extent the absence of secure relationships for the early hominins prevents us from understanding human evolution?

2. With reference to the gracile Australopithecines critically assess the evidence that suggests that they may be the most likely contender as a ‘root’ hominin.

3. Critically discuss the main arguments that see Homo habilis as a single species and a more acceptable member of the Paranthropus genus.

4. Outline and critically evaluate the main differences in the fossil records of Homo ergaster and H. erectus.  How can one explain any variation in the fossil evidence.

5. Assess how effective are palaeoanthropologists at making inferences about the subsistence strategies of the early hominins from the fossils and archaeological evidence at sites such as Olduvai Gorge? 

6. The presence or absence of bipedalism can be observed and measured as a set of (often dry and dull) anatomical characteristics but assess to what extent bipedalism relates more to the ecological and social frameworks of hominin life and behaviour?

7. Any discussion regarding the origins of modern humans is often presented in terms of two main competing theories.  Using recent archaeological, fossil and genetic records critically evaluate the evidence that is used to support the hypotheses for the multiple origins of modern humans. 

8. Although the ability to communicate complex ideas through language must have been useful to hominins, critically assess the evidence that suggests they did indeed have this ability?

MARKING CRITERIA FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF WRITTEN WORK

With all assessment, judgments will include an element of subjectivity. However, the module coordinators are able to offer you the following indicators of performance to aid your progress. These indicators are related to the specific learning outcomes of this particular assessment component.

Level 6 Essay Level specific skills

· Display a broad and detailed knowledge of the subject: 

· Engage fully and critically with the question, throughout the essay, avoiding description and narrative: 

· Show a clear and detailed understanding of the historiography and source materials, discerning strengths and weaknesses where appropriate: 

· Fully support your points/statements with discipline based evidence:

· Write with structure, clarity and good grammar: 

· Follow established scholarly conventions on referencing and bibliography: 

· Correct application and use of conventions (e.g. species names, presentation of dates, etc.)

HIGH FIRST CLASS (marks of 80 and above)

High First class work is of an outstanding standard. It will display all, of the following attributes:

•
a clear and sharp focus upon the question of arguably publishable quality

•
a sophisticated awareness of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate

•
a broad, sophisticated and deep knowledge of the relevant topic 

•
a highly cogent and structured argument, with traces of originality

•
a subtle and highly perceptive analysis, perhaps with glimpses of originality

•
based upon a wide and thorough reading of secondary source materials

•
written with exceptional fluency, clarity and accuracy 

•
presentation to an outstanding scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing with correct application and use of conventions
FIRST CLASS (marks of between 70 and 80 and above)

First class work is of an excellent standard. It will display some, but not necessarily all, of the following attributes:

•
a clear and sharp focus upon the question

•
a sophisticated awareness of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate

•
a broad and deep knowledge of the relevant topic 

•
a highly cogent and structured argument

•
a subtle and highly perceptive analysis, perhaps with glimpses of originality

•
based upon a wide and thorough reading of secondary source materials

•
written with fluency, clarity and accuracy 

•
presentation to a high scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing, 
UPPER SECOND CLASS (marks between 60 and 69)
Upper Second Class work is of a very good standard. It may show some of the qualities of First Class work, but not in a sustained way. Work of the Upper Second Class is characterised by some, but not necessarily all, of the following attributes:

•
a clear focus upon the question

•
an awareness of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate

•
a broad knowledge of the relevant topic, though with some gaps

•
a well developed and solidly structured argument

•
a good and thoughtful analysis 

•
based upon a wide reading of secondary source materials

•
written with clarity and accuracy.
•
presented to a scholarly standard, with bibliography and referencing adhering to the application of and use of conventions

LOWER SECOND CLASS (marks of between 50 and 59)

Lower Second Class work is of a good standard. It is work that may show some of the qualities of work in a higher class, but not in a sustained way.  Lower Second Class work displays some, but not necessarily all, of the following features:

•
some focus on the question, though not sustained or always clearly focused

•
some grasp of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate 

•
a sound knowledge of the relevant topic, with some limitations

•
a reasonable level of argument 

•
some analysis but not sustained and mixed with description/ narrative

•
some reading of the secondary source materials but significant gaps in the bibliography

•
written in a satisfactory style, with some accuracy.

•
presented to a reasonable scholarly standard, but with problems in the bibliography and/ or referencing along with inconsistent application and use of conventions.

THIRD CLASS (marks of between 40 and 49)

Third Class work is of an adequate/fair standard for an honours degree. It may show some of the qualities of work in a higher class, but not in a sustained way. Work in this class is marked by some, but not necessarily all, of the following qualities:

•
limited understanding of and focus upon the question 

•
lacks structure and a sustained argument

•
some knowledge of the relevant topic but with significant limitations

•
tends towards description, with glimpses perhaps of analysis

•
limited range of reading or familiarity with the secondary literature

•
some attempt at following scholarly standards of presentation, though problems with referencing and/or bibliography, application or use of convention is limited, inconsistent
•
limited attention to writing style, clarity or accuracy

FAIL CLASS (marks of 39 and below)

Fail class work is unsatisfactory. It is work that may display some of the characteristics of the Third Class standard but not in a sustained or significant amount. 

· Very limited understanding of the question or focus upon it

· Lacks structure and argument

· Limited knowledge of the relevant topic

· Descriptive and narrative in structure

· Little evidence of sustained reading or familiarity with the secondary literature

· Fails to meet accepted norms of scholarly standards of presentation, including both referencing and bibliography, correct use of conventions etc.

· Weak writing style.

